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ignorant of what they pretend to teach, and of no more authority
than the writings of Mohammed or Joseph Smith."

Such is the argument fairly drawn from certain
works, purporting to reconcile the Bible with
geology. The very way by which the authors
have conducted their discussions, leaves an abid-
ing conviction that, in their judgment, Revealed
Truth, literally taken in the statements of its own
foundation facts, is irreconcilable with geological
truth demonstrated by its own indubitable facts,
which, according to them, no well-informed man
can gainsay; therefore, the Bible needs to be exe-
getically adjusted to the claims of their theoretical
geology to preserve its character unimpaired.
Thus a writer says: "We are come to where
four cross-roads meet: for, first, we must deny
the geological facts and inferences; or, secondly,
we must give up the popular interpretation of
the first chapter of Genesis, and reconcile the
facts to the sacred text by a new one; or, thirdly,
we must deny that the Bible touches at all upon
the question; or, fourthly, we must give up the in-
spiration of the Bible as to its physical statements?
We hope to show that this is a mistake.

The theory, assigning to the age of the earth
millions or billions of years, was in the outset a
wild assumption, wholly uncalled for and unneces-
sary to account for geological phenomena; but
Christian geologists have contributed to confirm
it as unquestionably true, in the minds of many
depending upon their perspicacity, and who accept
it because these learned men, while revering the
Bible, insist that either the days of Genesis i, are